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TECHNICAL NOTE 2453

AN EXPERTMENTAL STUDY OF WATER-PRESSURE DISTRIBUTIONS
DURING LANDINGS AND PLANING OF A HEAVILY
LOADED RECTANGULAR FLAT-PLATE MODEL

By Robert ¥. Smiley
SUMMARY . .

Ag part of a landing Investigation being conducted at the Langley
impact basin to determine the distribution of weter pressure on sea-
planes, a rectangular flat-plate model, 1 foot wide and 5 feet long,
was subjected to smooth-water impact and planing tests. Landings were
made at fixed trims of 6°, 9°, 12°, 1506 30°, and 45° for a range of
flight-path angles from approximately 2° to 20°, with beam-loading
coefficients of 18.8 and 36.5. Planing runs were made at trims of 6°,
15°, 30°, and 45°. : : S

Initial Impact conditions and meximum pressures are presented in
tables and figures for all impacts, together with time hisgtories of the
pressure dlstribution, draft, vertical velocity, vertical acceleration,
and wetted length. )

The pressure coefficients based on the equivalent planing velocity
eppeared to be subgstantially independent of the deceleration of the model
normal to the plate. The peak pressures were substantially equal to the
dynemic pressure corresponding to the velocity of the peak-~pressure
point, for which velocity an approximate equation was derived. TFor.
wetted-length - beam ratios greater than approximastely 1.5, this velocity
. was equal to the equivalent planing velocity for all flight-path angles;
for wetted-length - beam ratios less than approximately 1.5, the ratio
between this velocity and the equivalent planing velocity was unity for
planing (0° flight-path angle) and increased with increase of flight-
path angle.

- INTRODUCTION

Tn order to obtain information regarding the magnitude and distri-
bution of the hydrodynamic loads occurring dyring seaplane landings, a
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large amount of theoretical and experimental research has been conducted
(references 1 to 18), most of which has dealt with the problem of a
V-bottom prismatic surface having a finite angle of dead rise (refer-
ences 1 to 10). For the limiting case of 0° angle of dead rise (the
rectangular flat plate), gome regearch has been conducted but the avail-
gble information is hardly adequate to describe completely all practical

conditions.
r

In order to supply more complete information on this subject, a
series of landing and planing tests has been conducted at the Langley
impact basin with a rectangular flat-plate model having a beam of 1 foot
and a length of 5 feet. Fixed-trim landings were made in smooth water
for a large range of trims, velocities, and flight-path angles and for
beam-loading coefficients of 18.8 and 36.5. During each landing, time
histories of the pressures, velocities, draft, wetted length, and over-
all loads were recorded. Also, several planing runs were made during
which pressure and horizontal-veloclity measurements were recorded.

The purpose of this paper is to present the experimental pressure~
distribution, velocity, draft, wetted-length, and acceleration data
obtalned from these landing and planing tests and to analyze these data
to show the effects of lnstantaneous flight-path angle, beam loading or
model deceleration, and the veloclty of the pesk-pressure point on the
pressure distribution. The pesk pressures are correlated with the dynamic
pressure corresponding to the velocity of the peak-pressure point, for
which velocity an approximate equation is derived.

SYMBOLS N

b beam of model, feet
f equivalent planing velocity, feet per second (i + ycotT

or siz T ' .
g acceleratidn dvue to gravity, 32.2 feet per second per second "
m mass of model and. dropping weight, slugs
niw impact acceleration normal to undisturbed water surface, g units
P instantaneous pressure, pounds per square inch

instantaneous velocity of model parallel to model longitudinal
center line, feet per second (X cos 7 - ¥ sin T)

e
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time after water contact, seconds
instantaneous resultant velocity of model, feet per second
welght of model and dropping yeight, pounds

instantaneous velocity of peak-pressure point (see fig. 11),
feet per second (f L/E

Instantaneous velocity of model parallel to undisturbed water
surface, feet per second

instantaneous draft of model normal to undisturbed water surface,
feet ‘

ingtantaneous velocity of model normal to undisturbed water
surface, feet per second

instantaneous velocity of model normal to model surface, feet
per second (x sin T + y cos T)

instantaneous acceleration of model normal to model surface,
feet per second per second

instantaneous flight-path angle relative to undisturbed water

surface, degrees (tan":L %)

distance forward of step, measured parallel to longitudinal
center line of model, feet

transverse distance from center line of model, feet

distance forward of step, measured parallel to longitudinal
center 1line of model, beams

length of model below undisturbed water surface, beams

wetted length based on peak-pressure location (longitudinal
distance from step to position of peak pressure), beams

mass density of water, 1.938 slugs per cubic foot

trim, degrees

[N —— e o m—— e ——— - N e e . =
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Subscripts:
o] at water contact
P at peak pressure

Dimensionless variables:

C - beam~-loading coefficient I
A 3
pb
\ L o)
N pregsure ratio
| 1 %2
=P
2
- pressure coefficient based on f

o=
.Dl
o

-

pressure coefficient based on W

[+
%

APPARATUS

The test model was made from a 5-foot length of a l-foot-wide
American standard structural-steel channel weighing 40 pounds per foot.
The outside face of this channel was machined to & smooth surface. A
sketch of the model is shown in figure 1.

The investigation was conducted in the Langley impact basin with
the test equipment and instrumentation described in reference 16.
Accelerations in the vertical direction were measured with two oll- .
demped strain-gage-type accelerometers having approximately 0.65 of the
critical damping. One accelerometer had a range from -12g to 12g and a
natural frequency of 120 cycles per second and was recorded by a 0.65
critically demped galvanometer having a natural frequency of 150 cycles
per second. The other accelerometer had a range from -8g to 8g and a
natural frequency of 105 cycles per second and wag recorded by a 0.65
critically damped galvanometer having a natural frequency of 100 cycles
per second. Pitching moments were obtained from an electrical strain-
gage-type dynamometer. The instants of water contact and exit of the
model were determined by means of an electrical circult completed by

v
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the-water. Pregsures were ﬁmasured with 19 gages distributed over the
hull bottom as shown in figure 1. Eighteen of these gages had flat

diaphragms of‘%-inch diameter which were mounted flush with the hull
bottom. The other was a bél}ows—type gage with a %?-inch;diameter

indicating surface. Natural frequencies of the pressure gages were
several thousand cycles per second and the response of the oscillograph
recording system was accurate to slightly more than 1000 cycles per
second. A sample record is shown as figure 2..

" PRECISION

The instrumentation used in these tests gives meagurements that are
estimated to be usually accurate within' the following limits:

Horizontal velocity:

Initial values for landings, feet per second . , . . . . . ., +0.5
Time histories for planing runs, feet per second , . , ., . ., 1
Initial vertical velocity, feet per second . . . . . . . . .. 0.2

.Draft, feet . . . . . L e e e . e e e e e e e e e e 10.03
Model weight, pounds . . . . . . . . . . . . . v v v . . .. ... 2
Vertical acceleration, € . . « v v v v v v v v v v v v o v W . . . Y0.2
Pitching moment about step, percemt . . . . . . . .. .. ... . +8
Pressure, pounds per square inch . . . . +. & v &« « o . . . . I+ 0.1p
Time, 8eCONA8 « v v v 4o v e v 4 v e e e e e e e e e e *0.005

The 1limits for the pressure data take into account random ang
reading errors for a uniformly distributed pressure on the gage diaphragnm.
If the pressure were Bubsﬁantially nonuniform over the gage, as was
probably the case for some of these experimental data, there would be
additional errors dependent on the gage size and response characteristics
and on the shape of the pressure-distribution pattern.

‘TEST PROCEDURE

A series of landing and planing runs was made in smooth water with
the model at 0° yaw and roll and at various fixed trims. Twenty-two
landings were made with the model loaded to a weight of 1176 pounds,
which corresponded to a beam-loading coefficient of 18.8. For these
1andin§ runs the model was tested at trims of 6°, 9°, 12°, 150, 30°,
and 45° for a range of flight-path angles from approximately 2° to 200,

!
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Three landings were made with the model loaded to a weight of 2276 pounds,
which corresponded to a beam-loading coefficient of 36.5. These three '
runs were made at trims of 120, 15°, and 30°, with flight-path angles of
approximately T°, 80, and. 10°, respectively. During each landing a
compressed-air engine (described in reference 16) exerted a vertical 1lift
force on the model equal to its weight so that the model simulated a
seaplane with wing 1ift equal to the weight of the seaplane, Otherwise
the model was free to move in the vertical direction. The mddel was
attached to a towing carriage weighing approximately 5400 pounds. Because
of this large additional carriage inertia, the model did not slow down
significantly (horizontally) during any landing.

The planing runs were made with the model set at a given draft which
was maintained throughout each run within the limits of accuracy of the
equipment. Each run consisted of three stages (fig. 3): (1) the model
and carriage were accelerated by a catapult to a maximum velocity,

(2) the carriage and model were decelerated slowly by the water load

for a distance of approximately 110 feet, and (3) the carriage and model
encountered an arresting gear which decelerated 1t rapidly to rest.
While it is apparent-that the velocity was not strictly constant at any
time during these runs, during the second stage the horizontal decelera-
tion was less than 0.1lg, which is believed to be small enough so that
the runs closely represent the steady planing condition.

In order to provide an independent check on the accuracy of the
pressure data obtained from these tests, the followlng procedure was
used: The pressure distributions read at the time that pressure gage 1k
(fig. 1) reached its maximum value were integrated for several landings
to obtain the vertical load and pitching moment ebout the step. In
figure 4 the results of these integrations are compared with the corre-
sponding values obtained from the accelerometer and load-measuring
dynemometer. (The dynemometer measured the pitching moment about an
axis remote from the step. In order to transfer this moment to the step
the accelerometer reading was used,) These independent measurements
appear to agree within approximately 12 percent, which is of the same
order of magnitude as the accumulative errors in the experimental
measurements end in the integration process. Although these results
partly substaptiate the over-all reliability of these pressure measure-
ments, errors may still exist for the extremely localized pressures in
the vicinity of the peak pressure at the low trims, since the integral
of such errors would usually be small. Such errors might be Introduced
by the large size of the pressure gages relative to the areas over which
the peak pressure acts or by the frequency-response characteristics of
the gages. While in general the data show no indication of serious
errors due to frequency-response characteristics, the area effect is
sometimes significant.
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RESULTS"

The initial vertical velocities, horizontal velocities, resultant
velocities, flight-path angles, trims, and model weights for all landings
are presented in table I together with the values of the maximum pres-
sures recorded on each pressure gage. In table II are given instantaneous-
pressure-distribution measurements from each landing together wlth the
corresponding measurements of time, draft, vertical velocity, and vertical
acceleration. The instantaneous horizontal velocities are esgsentially
the same as the corresponding initial values since the change in hori-
zontal velocity during any impact was small. Each of the pressure distri-
butions given in table II was read at a time when one of the pressure
gages registered ites maximum pressure. Therefore, this table also fur-
nishes the relation between the wetted length based on the peak-pressure
location lp and the draft of the model.

Time historles of the horizontal velocity for each planing run are
given in figure 3. Planing pressure-distribution measurements are given
in table IIT together with the corresponding instantaneous horizontal
velocities. Measurements at different times during each run are arbitrar-
ily designated by different capital letters. For the runs at 6° trim the
water line fluctuated.slightly relative to the model in such a manner that
peak pressures occurred on several pregsure gages; the pressure distribu-
tions presented were read at such times. For the other trims peak pres-
sures did not definitely occur on any of the pressure gages; therefore
the distributions presented were read at arbitrary increments of time.

The peak-pressure data are plotted in figure 5 as the dimensionless

pressure-distribution coefficients 122__ and PP and some complete
Epf‘?' —'pW2

pressure dlstributions from impact and planing runs are shown'in fig-

ures 6 to 9. Wetted-length relations are shown in figure 10.

DISCUSSION

The treatment of the impact of rectangular flat plates can be
approached most conveniently by a consideration of the two extreme con-
ditions, namely, the case of very large wetted-length - beam ratios and
the case of very small wetted-length - beam ratios. The experimental
daeta will be examined first in the light of the theory for very large
wetted—length - beam ratios.
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Large Wetted-Length - Beam Ratlos ‘

In the impact of prismatic surfaces, when the wetted-length - beam
ratio is large, the instantaneous pressures are generally assumed to be
composed of two terms, one proportional to the square of the component
of the model velocity normal to the keel (normal to the plate for the
rectanguler flat plate) and one proportional to the normal deceleration
of the model. If the effect of the normal deceleration be small, as 1s
subsequently shown to be true for the conditions of these tests, planing
and impacting flat plates having the same normal velocity 2z and the
game geometrical conditions of trim and draft should have the same pres-
sure distribution. , (

The peak pressure on a planing flat plate 1s equal to the dynamic’
pressure corresponding to the planing velocity:

pp = 3 o° : (1)

N

The planing velocity is related to the normal velocity by the relation
2 = x sin 7 (see fig. 11(a)) so that equation (1) can be expressed in
terms of the normal veloclty as \

'1 22
PP =2 p(;in T) - (2)

According to the preceding discussion the pressures during an impact
ghould, for small deceleration effects, depend only on the normal velocity
and the draft and trim, so that equation (2) for the peak pressure during
planing should be appliceble to the impact case as well. During an impact

the quantity sii - is related to the ve?tical and horizontglvvelociﬁies

by the relation sifl — = % + § cot  (see fig. 11(c)) so that equation (2)

becomes

p:

p o(x + y cot 7)2 , B - (3a)

N+

For coﬁweniencé the quantity x + i cot 1, which is seen to be a generali-
zation of the planing velocity for the impact case’(compare equations (1)
and (3a)), will henceforth be called the equivalent planing velocity

"
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and will be designated by the symbol f. Thus . -

P =—;~ e (3b)

" The experimental variation of the presgsure coefficlent T

2
ig shown in figure 5. At trims of 12° and greater for wetted-length -
beam ratios greater than approximately 1.5, the experimental pressure
coefficients are pnearly equal to 1, as would be expected from equa-

‘tion (3b). For all wetted lengths at the lower trims of 6° and 9O and
for very short wetted lengths (Ap < 0.2) at the trims of 12° and 15° the
experimental pressure coefficlents are considerably less than the expected
value of unity. This discrepancy may be at least partly explained by
the fact that the pressure-gage diaphragms were too large to respond
accurately to the highly localized pesk pressures. However, at the trims
of 12° and greater for wetted-length - beam ratios less than approxi-
mately 1.5, the peak pressures are sometimes considerably larger than the
expected value. As can be seen in figure 6, the nature of this deviation

f2

appears to be an increase of the pressure coefficients i;E__ with
z of
increase of flight-path angle for small wetted-length - beam ratios.

Small Wetted-Length - Beam Ratios

The variation of the experimental data for small wetted-length -
beam ratios from the theoretical predictions which are applicable to
large wetted-length - beam ratios can be explained, at least qualita-
tively, by consideration of the relative differences in the.over-all
flow patterns for small and large wetted-length - beam ratios which are
illustrated in figure 11.

The peak pressure on the model occurs near the water surface and is
approximately equal to the dynamic pressure corresponding to the velocity
of the peak-pressure point relative to the undisturbed water w. TFor
large wetted-length - beam ratios, the trailing edge Of the model is far
below the water surface and thus has little influence on the flow pattern
near the water surface in front of the plate, so that the water pile-up
(xp‘- xd) will be practically independent of the draft (fig. 11(c)).

For such cases the velocity of the peak-pressure point is horizontal and
is the same as the equivalent planing velocity (fig. 11l(c)). For small
wetted-length - beam ratios, however, the problem 1s more complicated
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because the trailing edge of the model is near the surface and ‘does
considerably influence the water pile-up in front of the model. The
water pile-up, rather than being constant as for large wetted-length -
beam ratios, tends to be roughly proportional to the draft. The velocity
of the peak-pressure point (see W in fig. 11(b)) is then greater than
the equivalent planing velocity so that a closer approximation for the
peak pressure 1s

D =%m‘42=—1-pi'21\1 D)

o

The .pressure ratio N (the ratio between the peak pressures for
large and small wetted-length - beam ratios) is given approximately by
the equation ‘

ax {— 2
N=1+2cosT sin 7 /E 1) + sin 7 (d):p-1> (5)

sin(y + T)\ﬁld - lﬁ?n(y + 1) drg

The derivetion of this equation is given in the appendix. The ratio N
is seen to be unity for planing or for 0° flight-path angle and to
increage with increase of flight-path angle. Also, for large wetted-
length - beam ratios (XP greater than 1.5) where the water plle-up is

independent of the draft so that E&P = 1, the ratio reduces to 1 regard-
. drg

legs of the flight-path angle.

Plots of the experimental variation of the peak pressures and of
. the complete pressure distribution, in the form of the new pressure

coefficient ifE—— corrected for the ratio N, are shown in filgures 5
3 o ’
and 7, respectively. The determination of the values of N for these
figures is described in the sppendix. For the trims of 12° and higher
the peak pressures are generally in reasonable agreement with the values
predicted by equation (%) (see fig. 5) and there is little variation of
the corrected pressure coefficients with the flight-path angle (see
fig. 7). TFigure 5 shows that at the lower trims and at small wetted-
length - beam ratios for trims up to 15° the experimental pressures ‘are
smaller than the predicted pressures, presumably because of the large
gize of the pressure-gage diaphragms.
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Effect of Deceleration Normal t6 the Keel

In order to show the effects of the normal deceleration % of the
model, experimental pressure coefficients are superimposed in figure 8
for beam-loading coefficients of 18.8 and 36.5 and for as nearly identical
geometrical conditions of wetted length, trim, and flight-path angle as
were available. Inasmuch as for different beam loadings and constant 1lg
wing lift the relative magnitudes of the decelerations will be different
(roughly twice as large for the lighter loading), the good agreement of
the data for these two beam loadings indicates that the effect of
deceleration is small relative to the accuracy of the experimental
meggurementa. This small effect was to be expected from the approximate
theoretical derivation of Wagner (reference 1) which gives the maximum

increment of acceleration pressure as % pzb; this quantity for all of

the flat-plate landings was less than 0.4 pounds per square inch, which
ig of the same order of magnitude as the experimental error.

A gimilar comparison 1s made in figure 9 between planing date and
impact data for a beam-loading coefficient of 18.8 at trims of 6°, 15°,
and 30°. (For the impact data in this figure the ratio N is substan-
tially equal to unity.) Since the deceleration effect in steady planing
is zero, the good agreement of these data also indicates that for the
conditions of these impacts the deceleration effects are small. (Planing
runs 31 and 32 from table IIT have been omitted from this comparison
because the pressures for those runs are small relative to the experi-
mental accuracy and because the velocities are so small that buoyant
forces may be important.)

CONCLUSIONS

From an analysis of the experimental data obtained during a smooth-
water landing and planing invesgtigation of a -heavily loaded rectapgular
flat-plate model, the followlng conclusions may be drawn:

1. The peak pressures are approximately equal to the dynamic pres-
gure corresponding to the velocity of the peak-pressure point. TFor
wetted-length - beam ratios greater than 1.5 this velocity 1s equal to
the equivalent planing velocity for all flight-path angles; for wetted-
length - beam ratios less than 1.5 the ratio between this velocity and the .
equivalent planing velocity is unity for planing (0° flight-path angle)
and increases with increase:of flight-path angle. An approximate
equation has been derived for this variation. '




12 . B NACA TN 2453

2. The lmpact pressure coefficients based on the equivalent planing
velocity appear to be substantially independent of the deceleration of
the model normel to the plate.

Langley Aeronautical 7Laboratory
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics
Langley Field, Va., June 1, 1951
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APPENDIX
VELOCITY OF THE PEAK-PRESSURE POINT

The velocity of the peak—pressure point can be determined with the
aid of the following sketch:

Presgsure distribution

Undisfurbed water surface

The velocity of the peak-pressure point in space (see W in
fig. 11(b)) is the resultant of the velocity of the step (point B in
the sketch) relative to a fixed point (point A) and the velocity of the
peak-pressure point (point C) relative to the step. The horizontal and
vertical components ‘of the velocity of the step are x and y, respec-
tively. The horizontal and vertical components of the velocity of the

peak-pressure point relative to the step are d (bkP cos T) and
-— (bkP sin ), respectively. The resultant velocity of the peak

pressure point w 1is then

W o= [5:+9—_Ebkp cos 'r:l [ b)\p s:[n“lil2
l/ o2 . 2
+bCOBT )...(y-bsianX) : (A1)
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Agsuming that depends only on A3 and . T Lleads to the equation
d

adt  at dvg D sin 7 dig

(42)

Combining equations (Al) end (A2) gives

dig drg

w=|lx+73cotT EEE)E + &2(% - EEB)Q

2 2
= 5:+§rt:ot'r+3'r(%l’.-l)cot'1 +y(d_)"2->
d \

' 2 ' 2 .
+ y((—;%g - l)cot % + l}(% - >:l (a3)

"
e

From an examinagtion of figure 11 it can be geen that f and y are

related by the equation y = f sin 7 8in T, gubstituting this relation
sin(y + 7

into equation (Aj) and rearranging the terms gives

2
w=t|lp+o_8iny (P _ q\cog ;4 |_siny [Gp
gin(y + 1) \@rg- sin(y + 7)\drq
-tVw (Ak)

The dynamic pressure corresponding to this velocity is then

_ .

—é— o = %bieN (85)
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where

s

2
N=1+2_58107 <dA“E-1)cos\T+ sin y /d)“P-1> (46)

sin(y + 1) \d\q sin(y + 1) \@\g

from which it is seen that the peak-pressure coefficient iEET" should
Ep
increase with increase of flight-path angle.

In order to obtaln numerical values of the velocity ratio N, plots
were made of the impact data in table IT giving the relation between
Ap and g (figs. 10(a) and 10(b)). These curves were graphically

differentiated to obtain drp (fig. 10{(c)) which was substituted into
. dx .
equation (A6) together with the flight-path-angle data from tables I

and IT <% = tan™t ¥). The velues of X, which is approximately equal to
x
%o, were taken from table I.

‘ ax
Insomuch as the accurate evaluation of the quantity EXE is rather

important in the evaluation of N, some idea of the accuracy with which
this quantity can be obtained from the experimental data is desirable.

d -
Egsentially, the accuracy of _ER depends on the preclsion with which
ar

d .
the small difference between the large quantities XP and A3 can be
determined. Since Ay 1is obtained by dividing the draft by the sine

of the trim (Ag = E__%___ , the draft measurement is extremely critical,
sin T

egpeciglly at the low trims. Consequently, to obtaln an independent
check on the draft measurements the accelerometer readings were inte-
grated to determine the draft:

y:'ot-ftfniwg dt at (A7)
0 Jo

Values s0 obtained for the data for 6° trim are given in table II and
the corresponding wetted lengths are shown in figure 10(d). This method
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is seen to give a larger value of water rise (kp - Xd) than was obtained
from the variable-resistance slide-wire (reference 16) which was used
to obtain the draft data presented in figures 10(a), 10(b), and 10(c).
At higher trims the differences between the two methods were smaller
but the accelerometer value was usuaslly (though not always) somewhat
larger. Some uncertainty therefore appears to exist regarding the exact

values of A3 and __2 given in figure 10 and used primarily in figures

5 and T. Specifically, uge of the accelerometer readings would on the-
average lower the test points for the pressure coefficients T_B_— in

_ = v
these two figures for large flight-path angles and short wetted lengths.
From an over-all point of view, however, none of the conclusions of this
paper would be materially changed by the differences shown by the two
methods.
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INSTARTANEOUS FRESSURE DISTRIBUTICNS ON THE FLAT-PLATE NOUEL DURING LAMDINGS

t |y |y |7 oy Pressuro (1b/sq in.) at gage -
(sea) | (£2) | (£t) |(Lpe)| (k) —T
Sukc) i 2] sfulsTe[rTofs [w[wlw] olulsw]ujs]y
Run 13 v = 6% W = 1176 1by 7, = 2.9 fpaj X, = 60.0 fvs
0.00T | 0,03 0.02| 2.8[0.3 | 2.9|L9.2 F50.5] <0.6] -0.7] 0.5 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0
Q1] . . 2.8 2| © S| 2.5|%H9.1| ~0.9| © 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (s} 0
029 1 L0811 2.6 . -4 2.3 ¢ 6.1| 3L.7(%k6.1 =] o} 0 0 o} o} 0 0 0 0 0
O A5 | 6] LA . 0 5] -1.1] 0 2.3 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o) 0
Rm 2y v = &0 W 2.6 fpey ¥y = 51,9 fpa
5,008 | 0.03| 0.02] 2.6] 0.3 | 1.8]30.8P25.9| © o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
LT | W06 2.5 .5 .9] 3.81 2,2/%29,3| © 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 4} 0 0
07| 08| .o7| 2.4] 6| l.2] 2.0| .9| L.9| 20.8|%28.2 0 0 0 0 0 ° o} 0 0 0 0
. A8 W22 19| 6| 0 1.0 -af 1,51 1.9 1.7 °06,8 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
O a7 15| 1.7 4] © 3| =e2| W3] 1.2] .8 3.6 3| o o 0 0 ) 0 ) 0 [V
. 810 a7 1.8 6 0 0 -k o0 12| .6 2.1 10.2| 10.0( 22,0|%17 0 ) 0 0 0 0
091 J20F . l. N3 0 0 -2 L 1.5 -8 2.4 Tl 6.5 7.5] T.8[F22.3| © 0 0 0 0
238 .20 .| .80 5] o 0 -2 .9| 1.2| o 1.5 2.2l 7| 3.0] 2 3.7[%4.6 | © 0 0 0
Bun 31 v = 6% W = 1176 1by ¥, = 2.6 fpaj &, » k.7
0.010 | 0,03 | 0,03} 2.6) 0.2 | o 118.3[F22.1} 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
c0a| 08| .o5f2.5] 4| o 25| 2.0%k.3| o 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 o o 0 ) 0
L0307 W09 .08 L] JAf O 1.1 Al 3.6| 18,9(C22.1 0 0 o] 0 0 o o] 0 o 0 o]
W56 | 5| 23] 21| S| 0 N b 5| 2.k| 1.k 022,1| © 0 o 0 0 b 0 0 s} 0
Lo13| .28 16| 1.8 S| o | 0 0 1.2{ L9 1L P89 © 0 0 0 0 0 0 o+ | o
.085 | 20| .18| Lé&| 5] O 0 0 0 ] - 25| h.2| 84| 8.8]10.2 0 0 o] 0 o o
089 | Lz W19 1.6 S| 0O 0 0 0 2| . 2.2| 2.5] 5.5 &.L| 5.9 P22 0 o ) o 0
23| Jeh| W23 L Wk} O 0 0 0 ] ) 1.2| 1.6 1.8] 2.4| 1.6 1.3 % 0 0 0 0
RBon by v = 6% W = 1176 by §, = 5.8 fpa; X, =
0.003 | 0.02] 0.02| 8.8 — | 1.7 m.ohﬂ.o o |[-o0.7|-0.8 o (o | @ o | o
008 .05 050 6.8]0.7] ~.9] 3.8) 3.6[cu8.3] -.7] -1.0 ) b 0 -5 .8
2] .08 .o1| 5.8] .81 Ak 2.4 L.é| 6.9[°57.8[Pk3.8 o 3| o -.9| 1.1
024 { .15 J13] 5.6] 9] <Lkl —1] O L.h| 2.7] 2.3 0 Jl o -9 1.1
031 .JBq 7| 8.5 {20 Ak]—1 o 61 L3 1.3 P3| .3 o 9] 11
0% . 29 sk 1.0 Ak —1 -4} o 1.3| 1.3 9.7 |18.5| 20.5 -9 1.1
. 2] .20/ s.3|1.1] 2.9} —-| 4] © 1.7] 1.0 7.8 {22.9| 13.2 -9 1.1
. 2L .23| 5.0{1.1 | =2.0| ~—— —.2 o} 10| .8 3.2| hoh|l b ~9| 1.6
059 22 30| LS| 1.0 20| —=] =48] © 7] o 1.6 | 1.8] 1.5 o .
062 .33) .31 h5{2.0] -2.0| —¢ a8 0 .71 o 1.6| 1.8] 1.5 7.0 .5
083 Jh2i .39 3.8]2.0| «ub|———]| =.k] © v} (v} .5 1l.2] 1.0 2,3[%2h,5]

EYaines obtained froa varisbls-resistance bridgs cirewdt.
bValuss obtained from ascelorcmster integretiona.
Olaxiwm reading of gage durdng landing.
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INSTANTANEOUS PRESSURE DISTRIBUTIONS ON THE FLAT-PIATE MUDEL DURING LANDINGS - Contdnusd
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4vgines obtainad from variable-resistance brldge oircuit.

Cqaximum reading of gage during landing.
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e ———————————
e ———— n

b 4 ¥ o Proumro {1b/aq in.) at gage -
ft | ]
G| @] 2] es Juls|e | 7 lﬂTwIHITBIH[HMHIm
Run B1 ¢ = 12°; W = 1176 1b3 3, = 5.2 fpey X, ~ 62,5 fpe
0.5 | 5.2 | 0.5 6.8 PL.6]%2.0| 1.2] 0.7 0.5| o 0 o.5| o o | ~0.8] 0 0 0 0
. g.l 1.1 3.1)10.2 .s Oh7.9] o1 0 =9 -.a 4] ] —.s 0 -6 ¢ 6| 0 -6
. 9|13 2.5 5.7 h 11,5 bl 4h.0| W ?| - o }.0 -5 0 -6 © v} [} 0
. 3.8 | 1.3] 2.5 3.0] 2.2| &k 8.1 7.0 S.h(%he.B 1. Jd] o B8 -] 0 (v} (i} 0
33| 2.1 1.3 1.2 1.8] 1.3 3.5| h.B{ h.3| 3.2] 9.8]93.% ] S| L8 =8| © S o o
2371 2.1 ]|1.3] 1.2} 1.6] .B| 3.5| k| 3.2 2.3 5.8} 12.2 |22.0 |2=.3| 24.5]1°26.3| .| © b 6
A9 1.5 | 1.2 1.2 1.k sl 2031 wal z7| 23| B2 9.6 |ah.8 |14.7| 25.3] W.7|%z7.0| .6 o .4
Run 91t = 129 W = 1176 1b; ¥, = 5.L fpmy %, = 61.5 fpe
o.03] 5.3 | 05| 6.3|50.9|%2.3| o o7 o 0 0 o 0 0 0.6| © 0 0 0
081 6.3 0] 2.hj10.8] B8.2P81.2] © v -9| 0 0 0 0 0 NI 0 0 o7
bl 5.0 1.2 1.8 &e0| 43|11k 19.3|95.7|985.9] © 0 0 0 0 1] ] 0 T
2| 3.8 112zl .61 3.3] 2.0l 6.5| 6.0 6.3 hT[PWI.2l 0 A1 .5 2.5 W6 L1 o 0 1,3
21 2.8 | 12| -6 ] 2.2 . 1.5] 3.2] 3.3] 3.1| 9.2{%3%h.1| .3 S| 1 S L1 A N] 13
360 2.2 11,2 -3 2.2 -2] 9| 2.5 3.0 2.2| 6.2[ 11.9 {225 |@.5) 4. 7[%29.5] 2.2 1.21 L4 2.0
L3871 1.6 |11 | ~6 | 2.0 o2 .3 2.1 25| 1.9| 5.0 9.9 «8 | 14.5] 15.7 Ll%27.5| 1.2 9| 2.0
Bum 10 © = 12% W = 1176 1b; 3, = L.T fps; %, = 10.2 fps
008 | 4.7 10%]| 1.3]29.00%27.5] 0 a.7| 0.6| o 0 a o Jo |l ol as5] 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 | Le? S 0 4.8 Lh.2P2r.h| 0 0 =5 b0 0 ] 0 5| 0 1.2 S0 o 0
15 | BeS N L1 2,91 2.5| 5.5 2.1(%2h.1 %23.7] © Lo 0 o S| o 0 0 0 0 0
26 3.8 B o 16| 13| 1.B| L.h| 3.5 2.k [23.6] o 0 .5 0 5| o 0 0 0 0 0
Ol 38 9| -6 ] 1.2 S1 2.2 170 9] 5.0/%9.3] 0 S| W8 5] o -6 | =b] © 0 0
8033 .9 8T .8 Bl &) 2.2 27| .9 3.2 7.2 13.2 13.5} 15.1|%15.5| o -6|o0 0 0 0
Jol 3.0 .8 -81 .8| .8 1.8l 2.2 1.7} 9| 3.1| 5.5 8.6 | 9.2(10.3] 8.6[°1B.9| -6 O ] 0
L5 22 L8 |=.3] 7| 8] 6] 2.2} 1.7] 5| 1.2| 2.2| 3.4 3.8] L.o| 3.2 L.o|?27.0) 5] © 0
Rom 11; « = 12°% W = 1176 1b; ¥, = T.6 Ipmj Iy = 1i3.3 fps
0w | 7.6 |06 5.9 [ll1 Py &) 0.8] 05] © 0 ¢ 0 0 ] 0 0 0 5 0
J1| 7.8 91 2.9 6.3 7.h Plb.b B - - ol o Jlo -8 b0 0 .5 0O
A7) 73 1] 2h | 6.1 L.9|11.8 {L3.4(%UL.8 PLL.S | 6] © (o} ~5| -.8] -6} 0 0 &l o
29| 6.8 11,3 L 2.6) 2.5 3.4} 5.5 57| L7 B4 0 0 0 0 S 0 0 . o
J5 ) 66 |1l 0 24| 1.6| 2.8] 3.9) 3.7 3.1 suh|®kd | 0 -5 .81 L) 0 0 Sl o
ﬁg 64 |14 |0 2.3] 1.2 2.3] 3.91 3.1) 27| 6.h} 2.7 |2h.3 |25 | 26.3]%32.3] © 0 Sl T
. 6.3 [Lbh| 0 2,1 | 121 1.7| 3.2] 2.6} 2.3| 5.9]10.5 [18.0 [17.7]17.8] 18.1[°36.5{ © SE LT
L8156 [k ] -6 | L7 b1l 28] 21| 1.61°2.9] Ly | 6.6 ] 6.3 6.2] 5.71 TSME | . 0
611 L |24 ]-1.2] 25| ~b| S] 0 S Wb 1.2] 11| 3.0 2.1 23] 2.8] k3| 5.5 [23.7)°23.1
S B 1.3 ]22] 23] <51 61 L8] Lo .8] L2| L7 30 |26] 39 23| M3 5.6 (13.7] Lk
80 2.1 |Lo 18 |-1d|-2.2f-2.1 ) -8 0 0 b)) 6|18 | 2.6 2.3] 1.1]| 2.1 2.8 | 2.7| k.2
%¥alues cbtained from varishle-realstance bridge olrouit, ‘W
Oaxiwum reading of gage dmring landing.,
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Avalues obtained from variable~resistance bri
. “axioow reading of gage during landing.
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INSTANTANEOUS PHESSURE DISTRIBUTIONS ON THE FLAT-PLATE MCDRL DURING LANDINIS = Continusd

L

* y ¥ Bl ) Pressure (1b/sq in.) at gage -
(aec) (rt; (fpe] (x)
(a 1 2 3 I 5 6 7 81 9 |10 11| 12| 13 1| 25
Run 16; v = 30% W = 1176 1b3 ¥, = 3.2 fps; X, = 62,2 fps
0.0281 0,09 § 3.1] 0.7 | 10.2] 3p.5]%32.h| 1.1| o ) 0.5 © ) 0 ) 0 0 ) 0
L0770 19 1.8] 1.1 6.0| .9| 1h.3(%28.2] o 0 S| 0 0 0 o} 0 0 o} 0
Run 17; = = 30%; W = 1176 1b} ¥, = 6.5 fps; I = 62.5 fps
0.015{ 0.09 | 6.2] 0.8 | 13.6 [°h1.9|°L1.0] 1.2| 0.8] o 1.2} 0 0 o | o 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0
03| .21{ 5.8{ L2 | 8.0 24| 16,1{%37.1{ .8 1.1 2.5] © 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WBh| 30 5.01 1.5 | L.9| 1ho6| 13.2] 23.11%36.6 [034.3]°33. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0
Bun 18; t = 30% w = 1176 1bj. §, = 6.8 fpsg X, = 39.1 fps
0.013| 0,09 | 6,81 0. | 6.2] 19.L%19.6] 0.6] © 0 0 oo 0 0 0 0 0 0 o | o 0 0
03| A} 6.5] 7] 3.9] 8.9] 9.0|%.7.8] © 0 | =l5] 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JOUT| #33 ] 642 1.0 | 2.8] 6,7] 8.6 11.1| 17,5 P165{%18.1) ..8] o 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
O8h| 5T ReT{ 1.3 | 17| heOf Lo} 5.6] Toh| 7.5 6.400%5.1| ~.85] 0 St 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0 ]
A0 .72 3,00 1.2 | 11| 3.0f 2.9) 3.9 LeT| 5.0| LS| 9.BF1LE| 9] S5t 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2169 78] 1.9] L2 | 1| 2.6] 2.9| 3.90 b.o| W] 3.7| 6.9] 9.1 ©12.6 [°11.5 Pll.5fea1.1| 1.8 O ) 0 0 0.
-200 081 09 1-1 1-7 ach 2.5 3-3 Boh 355 3011 5.8 7.1 9.3 9011 902 703 38'9 0 0 0 0 0
Run 19; « = 30% W = 1176 1by J, = 9.1 fpag &, = 23,5 fpe
0.013] 0,20 | 9.0} 0.3 5.l [*13.2{%3.4{ © 0 o 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
20261 J23] 89| b | 3.6 6.4] S.60%12.5] o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
«037) .ah] 8.8] .6} 241 k5| L.8]| T.h([%11.7 PrO.6{%11.3] 0O 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
L0681 591} B8,2| .8 1,81 3.1 3.0| hL.o} 5.8 kh.B| h.3{%10.6 51 0 s 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0871 15| 7.1 W91 1,8 2.6 2.6] 3.k| b | 3.7| 3.5} 6.4]%9.3| 6| 5| 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q
096 | 82| 7.6| 9| 1.8| 2.6 2.6| 2.9| Lk | 3.7| 3.1) 5.3 8.2 98,9} %8.3 [%7.7]%7.9| 1.9] 0 0 0 0 0
Q021 W87 T.3] .9 ] 1.8) 2.4 2.2| 2.9| 4 3.2] 2.7] k7| 741 | 8.3) 7.8 7.7 7.4 |%8.71 0O 0 0 o 0.
1271 108 | 6h[1.0 | 12| 2.2 2.2| 2.9] bk | 2.7] 2.7| hel| huli| 5.0} L7 | 3.8 3.4 B.BICB.Lk | O 0 0 0
1061135 | 8| .9 | 1.2] 1.8( 1.7 1.7| 2.9 2.1 2.0 2.3] 2.7| 3.0| 2.6 2.3| 2.3| 2.9] 3.9 %.9 | 3.1 | 0
A9611.40 1 B3| W9 o8 Lb| Wl LeT| 2.2 18] 1.6 2.37 2.7 2270 2010 2.3 1.7 | 19| 34k 8.5 |%h.8 | 0

%Values obtained from varighle-resistance bridge circuit.
reading of gage during landing.
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LI 7 |ma, " Pressure (1b/eq in.) at gage -
(sec)| (£t) |(tpa} (&) — : -
{a 1 2 3 WL | & 6| 7 8 9 {10 {11 | 127213 | 1k 15| 16| 17| 18
' Run 20; % = L5°; W = 1176 1by ¥, = 5.6 fps; %o = 55.5 fps
0.022] —— | =en | —= | 22,3 | 24.5(%28.8 O 0 [=0.6({-0.4{ O 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0
086] mmme | oom | = | 9.3 20.8] 18.9 P2.0O| O ~b - ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 v o 0 0 o 0
2093 = | =— |— | 8.0}25.9| 1k.9 | 22,8 P21.6 P21.8]%20.9 | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0
Run 21; 7 = h5%; W = 2176 1bj ¥, = 6.9 fps; X, = 39,3 fps
0.023| 0.15 | 6.6 } 0.3 | B.6 [a5.7]|%s5.7 |~1.2| o 0 |[-1é] o0 o |o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0
SOUP[ W33 1 6.3F W7 SHE|NL|[MNAPILT| 0.1 0 [«1.2] 0 ) 0 0 0 o 0 Q 0 0 ) 0
O] 49| 5.7 .9 k3| %.0] 8.1 |11.7 P9 Ak C23.0 ) O 0 0 0 s 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JAE9) .83 | 2.8[1.3 ! 31| 5.7 S| 7.0 9.7 8.7! 7.5 P11.7 ] © 0 0 0 0 0 o |o 0 -k 0
-216 oﬂl OB 1-1 2-5 IJ-7 llo3 5-3 Tl6 7.1 509 10-0 chla 01-5 0105 2;3 lc? u? 102 -9 201 "'1-3 10
Bun 22; 7 = k5% W = 1176 by §, = 9.3 fpe; X, = .0 fra
0,018 0,18 | 9.2{0.2 | 6.3 (%.3|%0.2} 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 (4]
«035] 33| 9.1 Ja | L.k) 7.1] 6.2 %881 O 0 ~.81]0 0 0 ] 0 o} 0 o} 0 o] 0] 0
8L bS] BB 5| 3,1 5.8] k9| 7.6 {98,0|07.6]| %7k | 0 4] 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 ] o | o
«095| o8B0 {-7.9{ o8 [ 3.1 hob{ RO 6.k 6.9| 6.5] 5.4 !%.07 0 |0 0 0 0 0 0 0 {o 0 0
«125( .04 | 7.2 .8 2,50 heO| 35| 53| 5.3 Seb{ ka2 | 7.0 |%6.9 | 3.9 3.2 | 3.2 | 2.8 +7] © o 0 0 o
-iﬂss :{.g 2.69 .g :.g g.g _;.g i.':rl ll:.g S.h I;.g 6.!8; 2.9 gg 5.7 | 641 [%5.6 eg'-? 4] -.g 0 ; g g
[ . ! [ . - . - [ - . . 3 - L] L3 - 0 - -
;15 1-3‘8 Oh ] 109 3- 3-1 hOT hts tg 3. E'6 h'g 5‘1 g'g ﬁ‘% ﬁht L anad cs.s -.h —.7 0 | D

e

%values obtained from variable-rssistance bridge cirouit.
‘Maximum reading of gage during landing.
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TABLE III
INSTANTANEOUS PRESSURE DISTRIBUTICHS ON THE FLAT-PLATE MODEL DURING PLANTNG

WA 101NN O S | LAy L ALY ~
* & @ s » 9 o @ & @ LI * ® " * B -
Zo O 1 I &~81n00 | D_.* 44._430004
0022563hh66b231 5& — O\ ey WM OHO
HlasAd T aAaAEEEE |Bd] | [[63Fe o fRE 3T b 00l
s g [
OO 00,00
Ll o ~— __ ] B ~momm
M & o o a . . s o o a o e = ®
Alfqrddocococoo i} ___ S "Apridocoddimmolooccoce
W WY O\ Oy oy WM Suhinw Cho g o =00 5]
m [ R S ) [ - s ¢ W = & o _ LK) .
%O.....O0.0.Shhhh S ° ShAnS Ad oo ‘locooo
ﬁ__~w____.___166666666116 6____—771
i o « o'
H A S NN OO HAHOD
O OOV IOV OV O NN 1 1l om0 -~ oo o
‘MOQOCo s B 5 0 & & * o 4 @ o o & @ ¢ . 8
37295%811115 ____h66312355h3h55322210
(TR - LK RN o
O onooc00
r 0D O O B - M@ O N 1 O O Ofod t~ o~ i Lry g 00N RO &V D
D-oov.c-nco- a o o e a o » »+ o . s 8 @ -
H586338b7225 __ s duAadasado "AA Moo~
e~ - N
' a2 o o -
s DOV VHD O DHPODODD ..n.LHh-OOfO.,.OnOl oy NN NND
. » 5 & & @ » & » @ s o|le 2 o ¢ » v u o ] - . - » % v s &
[ ] 3D0u6 Q@ 0555331ﬂ3300 QNN NN
o -~ s
&
ﬁ u162271265 NN 35261672ﬁ7227 MO SO NN
a & » * « &la a2 ¢ * 8 9w ® 8 a & & o . » & » O
— BGHHBOHT orop ooohat A ool ‘A4 ‘oSl
m —
o 6793232&3317366633773135775707h817739
n 9 Py a e R R R i e Y e
~ MINC O.2Q N © O L3 A of A ATy tod 1 ol o
e AAAA A &~
2
GrRRRIASYussRYegme ) | fEaomnage e
- o
m 921336555039544444 222— L IR 0T.2211
£
m T13337373031555555h837777156677777377
S & & * & s B Flr s oA s s E e s s e » e s e
3112221212321w.____2110 332%443411211
NV OV VWYOV O O NN [N OV AOJ- O OO A A N O Ol i N0 O
o e R A T T e LY a o o s s o e = w w9 o/l » » 8 @ a
oo [ R =] =N o~ O NAHAAM A N
58551113 3 [} P=0=0= MNOWOVDRO N OIS MO . oin [
n - - " s 9 e » o 2 2 & .« s & & » .
A ‘Adns ‘odo "bo A JH A Amend NjOOCO
PUVETLRETE DY DT IESER39 1 1 oo ®®
* &« o * - & @
Ed [} e be R _ |=N=}
NNV 2 140001 wyfrey o N2 TRy
e A o
2&0001114_10.1__1..1__._~1 = _222110 A A
O N OO M M od - v oy e st co o .__
— & & 5 o ¢l o 9 o o8 oo e ofe a o
oooococcogddd i rdadddls ile ¢ _ ~ coococo
11 L Ly I
=
P
£ 1 83823397858 RURRE RPNV P 29992 u w00
3 O O €4 O €U U OF N N e M A T .L:n.au.:.._q....nn..obh
— UCQOOBCM\OOCGCB%%M‘
E—3
B 3 T R F 3
£ - oY ~ od ] o~ i~
.
— 00.500000OOOOO055550005050660035h9h951
W P = =0 0l i O A 33 1S AS|S o p D T 1A A S D S ol
m @ﬂn mwm777775555%hh3ﬁhﬁﬂ322ﬁ522llEllm
— @ HQSMBHWTOOE003@@@0%%%@@%@0%000@ m
ry
- T |ENREEORRE S ARE ISR EEEEERE CRE
- o & & 2 9 s 9 0 ¢ s ¢ vle a & ¢ o+ o a s e s o e s q e 0w v e e 0 s 8 e
~ A A AAA AN NN N NN AN MM M D a0 B Mo ©
® | Lo
v 3 moR R R k2
S
N ]
1
MMhﬂ SO OAMBOFEHS M 3OO AKMMAIC NN e cuamoAlamoam
- e o ~t

27

3agos 3 and 7 were erratic during a1l planing runs.

bPeak valus,

OEstimated valus,
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Figure 1.~ Hull lines and pressure-gage positions on the flat-plate model.
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Figure 2.- Sample oscillograph record showing pressure-gage traces. Run 8.




Time, se0

Figure 3.- Horizontel-velocity time histories for the flat-plate planing
runs.
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Load factor from accelerometer, g

1.5

1.0

0]

g
=3 5=
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8 3
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[ 15° 1ne g
Run o 0
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O 22 ~
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3
- g 1 F
Q
&
5 :
L l l g 1 | !
5 1.0 1.8 E 0 1 2 3 X100
Load factor from lntegrated pressure, g 8 Fltching moment from integrated pressure, ft-1b
Ly

(a) Vertical load factor at time of (b) Pitching moment about step at time
maximun pressure on gage 1l. of maximum pressore on gage lli.

Figure 4.~ Comparison of experimental measurements of over-all loads and
pitching momente with corresponding.velues obtalned by Integration of
experimental pressure distributions.
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Figure 5.- Experimental peak-pressure coefficients on the flat-plate model

for various. trims and wetted lengths.
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Figure 5.- Concluded.
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Figure 6.~ Effects of flight-path angle on the pressure coefficient -JLE
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1.0 r

O T=2.8%¥=2.0 O = b.6% ¥ = 1,07 O r = 8.3% ¥ = 1.08
D r= 9-705 N= 1-15 } D Y- 20.501 N= 1-2’4 D b 19-’40! N= 1016 ’
(a) v = 15° . ’ (b) < = 30° ' (¢) © = 1°,

‘ Flgure T,~ Effects of flight-path angle on the pfessure coefficient

L

of the flat plate for various trims end small wetted-length - beam
ratios. Cp = 18.8.
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coefficients of 18.8 and 36.5.

Figure 8.- Comparison of flat.plate pressure coefficients for beam-loading
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Figure 9.~ Comparison of.impaét and planing pressure coefficients elong
the center line of the flat plate. (Impact data from teble II end
Planing data from table III.) '
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(a) Experimental relationship between the wetted length based on the peak-
preseure location and the lengtk of the model below the undisturbed
vater surface, from varieble-reslstance slide-wire data in table II.

Figure 10,- Wetted-length relstions for the flet plate,.
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L~ // Z.OF
——— Faired line through 7 T
data 4 (deg)
- - /
dp A /
3 L. /
/ o 15
/e fﬂé
2 4 3
? Z 3
3 2| £ 1.0
g T 'g
A / (deg) 3
9 ” - 6
3 v’ 9 '3
E 7 12
1+ 4 15 g‘ 5
7 ’ 30 é
/ it
4
4
/ .
0 1 1 1 1 o 1 ] 1 ]
0 1 2 3 b 0 S 2 3 L
Length of model below undisturbed water surfacs, Ags beazs Hotted length,kp, beams

(b) Composite plot of figuré 10(a). (c) Graphical derivatives of curves
in figure 10(Db).

Run /
Q 1] Integrated /2
8 g accaleromtgr /
data (v = 6°) 2
3L A L /4
“
“
R A Y~
/4
7
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1 2 Faired line through variable-
B resistance slide-wire data
from figure 10(a)

Wetted 1ength,xp, beams
n
|

2 Faired line througn integrated
accelerometer data
0 L i 1 !
0 1 2 3 L

Length of model below undisturbed water surface, Ay, beams

(d) Comparison of wetted lengths obtained by two methods of determining
the experimental draft.

Figure 10.- Concluded.
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(c) Impact conditions for very lé.rge wetted~length - beem ratios.

Figure 11.- Geometrical relatio

ns during the planing and the landing of a
flat plate.
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